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Transcriptions of Nagra tape recordings made by the 
Government agent Joseph Kelly, furnished by the Govermment 
as 3500 material heard by the jury and used by the Jury 


Defendant's Rodriquez’ Exhibit 1, offered by trial counsel 


Government's exhibit 27, the alleged DSP-83 
( one sheet in original) 


1 transcription of the videotape interrogration prepared by the 
Government of the May 15, 1976 Hilton Inn Incident 
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District of New York and elsewhere, 
DOMINICK CAGIANESE, FRANK G. ALVAREZ, 
IRWIN TOBACMAN, ROBERT MICHAELSON, 

RAYMOND GERALDO, MIGUEL D. CELIS and 
MANUEL ALFONSO RODRIGUEZ, the defendants 
in a matter within the jurisdiction of 

a department or agency of the United States, 
to wit, the United States Department of 
State, unlawfully, willfully and knowingly 
did make, facilitate (sic) the making of, 
and cause to be made certain false, 
fictitious, and fraudulent statements 

and representations on a certificate dated 
April 22, 1976 on the official letterhead 
of the 'Estado Mayor General de la Fuenza 
Armada, San Salvador, El Salvador, C.A., 
bearing the signature of the defendant 
MANUEL ALFONSO RODRIGUEZ that 10,000 
Bushmaster submachine guns ... were to be 
used by the armed forces of El Salvador 
and would not be re-exported to any tnird 
party, whereas in truth and in fact, the 
defendants then and there to well knew that 
the said 10,000 Bushmaster submachine guns 
~.. were to be sold to individuals in the 
United States.” (9A). 


18 U.S.C. Section 1001, which is entitled, "Statements 


entries generally", provides: 


"Whoever, in any matter within the jurisdiction 
of any department or agency of the United 
. States knowingly and willfully falsifies, 


conceals or covers up by any trick, scheme, or 
device a material fact, or makes any false, 
fictitious or fraudulent statements or repre- 
sentations, or makes or uses any false writing or 
document knowing the same to contain any false, 
fictitious or fraudulent statement or entry, 

ehall be fined not more than $10,000 or imprisoned 
not more than five years, or both." 
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jovernment's case waS presented, chiefly by government 
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agent Joseph Kelly, who was employed by the Alcohol Tax and Firearms 
Bureau of the Department of Treasury (T. 175). The case 
aGainst the defendant RODRIGUEZ was presented by the hearsay 


testimony of Agent Kelly who testified to wnat otners said about 
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he prosecutor on hi i ing statement argued that the 
sndant RODRIGUEZ nad signed the so-called “end use 
certifieate” (GX 11. 15. 15. and 31). 
745, 748, 74° i ase 783, 762; 764, 765, 
The prosecutor offered jury request number 29, which 
ayain asserted and declared that the "so called end use 


charged in Count Ili was signed by defendant 
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“REQUEST NO, 29 
Substantive Counts: First Element 


The first element the Government must prove 
beyond a reasonable doubt is that on or about 
May 5, 1976, the defendants made, facilitated 

or caused to be made certain statements. 

With respect to Count Two, the statement which 
the Government contends was made is Government's 
Exhibit 30, a Form DSP-5, “Application/License" 
for the export of the 10,000 submachine guns. 
With respect to Count Three, the statement 
which the Government contends was made is 
Governments Exhibit 31, an “end-user” certi- 
ficate, tyed in Spanish and bearing the 
signature of Manuel Alfonso Rodriguez. With 
respect to Count Four, the statement which 

the Government contends was made is Government's 
Exhibit 32, a purchase order from San Pan 


Trading Corporation to Mott Haven Truck Parts, 
IAG,” 


are that the Government knew since at 


least May 26, 1976 that defendant RODRIGUEZ did not 
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that of the defendant Manuel alfonso Rodriguez and to present 
such evidence in proper form to the petit jury and Court at 
rial, and having a valid suspicion that the said “end use 
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The said retained counsel failed to properly 
idequately consult with the defendant Manuel Alfonso 
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e the defense of this indictment. Proper in- 
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in his official capacity as Chief of Staff of the 
rrnea Porces of £1 Salvador did not bear the type of number 
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the circumstances which 
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the "Statement” was not a 
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acknowledged on the record (T. 629) 
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id not state the true facts and 


that there was a great deal that was not true and correct, 


and that the so-called Spanish interpreter had little appa- 
“ant comnetence in the Spaaish language and that the alleged 
guestions and answer? were not true or accurate, and as 

more fully set for. below on the motion of the defendant 


iriguez to suppress that alleged "post-arrest statement". 


The failure of retained counsel to investi- 


cate the incident on May 15, 1976, including the actions 


.s) procedures of the Government in videotaping and audio 


: -aping one or more rehearsals of the interrogation planned 
my the Government for the defendant Rodriguez and to promptly 
in court to require the Government to produce all of 
videotapes and audio tapes, which, as a result of the 
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The retained counsel failed to request the proper 
preliminary charge from the Court on the use and application of 
hearsay evidence when Government Agent Kelly gave his First 
hearsay testimony (T. 182) or at any later time. 

The retained counsel failed to object to the hearsay 
testimony of Government Witness Gomez who was presented as a 
legal expert in State Department procedures (Tt. 596-599, 
611-613, 637), including the DSP-83 form, (fT. 6211-612, 643) 
whereas the barest voir dire would have established his 
incompetence and total lack of actuai knowledge or training on 
this subject; the most superficial reading of Mr. Gomez' 

Grand Jury testimony shows that his function was merely as a 
delivery man of the “application" to the State Department 
(G.d. dated 5/21/76 pp. JJP 2, 3), that Mr. Gomez could not 
even read Spanish except poorly, that he didn't know how many 
times he had gone to the State Department "no more than once 
or twice before" and none since May 5, 1976 (G.J. Gomez, 
S/21/76, pp. peri», Pe-=z). (See T. 597, Gomez testifies that 
it was the “regular course of business at Americana de Fuarzas 
to cause these documents to be filed at the office of Muni- 
tions Control", with objection by the retained attorney and 
his claim to be personally familiar with the documents re- 
quired to be filed), that he had never seen a DSP-83 form ex- 
cept "an example of a DSP-83 in the Munitions Control Regula- 
tions book" (ibid., p. P.C. 3) and that he had not "personally 


held one in your hand" (ibid., p. P.C. 3). At the trial, how- 
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4, Medee vVermment had Mr. Gomez testify to a meeting with 
Mr. Henry Moed at tt Haven Truck Parts, Inc. prior to May 
1976 over M Lang's, but without objection by the retained 
r this defendant: ei What waS Sa1d eseee Av First 
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p-83 form (ibid.) but evaded the response by the non- 
hat “the information is contained on those forms.... 
to Manitions Control" without any explanation as to 


he information since the forms were filed. 
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testified to the Grand Jury that he never saw that form again 


(ibid). The Government prosecutor did not show to Mr. Gomez 
the DSP-83, which was offered as GX 27 at the trial, for his 
identification (ibid) either then on May 21, 1976 or on his 
second appearance before the Grand Jury on My 24, 1976. At 
trial, Mr. Gomez was caused to testify that he “left the 
Office of Munitions Control” not with “a blank pDSsp-83" (G.J. 
Gomez, 5/21/76, pc-4), but “well, various forms, the latest 
copies of bulletins and so forth and also this DSP-83, refer- 
ring to GX 27, as to which there was no evidence and no basis 
in the trial evidence for this identification testimony by 
Gomez and who at the Grand Jury, May 21, 1976, pp. P.C.-4, 

he testified he could not recall the form, and he testified 
at the trial only that he “gave ... Frank Alvarez one or two 
copies of it...“ and did not testify that he typed up any 
information on any DSp-83 form (T. 620). The retained attor- 
ney's cross examination consisted of questioning Mr. Gomez 

as to his knowledye of geography, and of his single visit to 
Bl Salvador (T. 652-653): There was an abandonment by the 
retained attorney of his defense duties. The retained attor- 
ney raised no objection when the Government on redirect exam- 
ination of Mr. Gomez invested him as a “legal expert" on the 
meaning of registration and compliance witn the laws (T. 654) 
and his “expert opinion" as to whether the application would 


succeed (T. 655). Mr. Lang objected (T. 655). 
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retained counsel pursued the matter to “prove” the knowledge 
of the defendant Rodriguez, as if he were the Government 
Prosecutor, and yet the Government Prosecutor could not have 
done what the retained counsel did in order to convict the 
defendant Rodriguez, to wit, by Mr. Hallinan: "“gQ. Agent 
Kelly, when you left the session on May 15th when you had 

your videotape and you had your audiotape, didn't you have 

a recollection that the Colonel did admit both of these things? 
Ae No, sir. Q- What do you think he admitted? A. I 
didn*t know what the Colonel had admitted. He spoke in Span- 
ish, Q. Did Angelo say anything to you about whether the 
Colonel had admitted these things? The court: Angelo being 
Agent McNinney? The Witness: Yes. A. My recollection 

is that he proposed a question to the colonel and that 1 had 
asked him to translate to the Colonel and that he responded 
yes, he understands. Qe We are talking now about 10,000 
machine guns and them not going to £1 Salvador, on that point? 
Ae I cannot remember, Sir. Os Refresh your recollection 
from the transcript. .oee. Ae I am looking at transcript 
page 13 where Angelo is speaking in Spanish and wefers to 
machine guns, but does not refer to them not going to £1 Sal- 
vador, Qe Agent Kelly, does he refer to 10,000 machine guns? 
Ae No, Sir, just machine guns. Qe The answer to my ques- 
tion then is no, isn't that correct? A. That's correct...." 


(T. 509-511). 
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bit 31, was signed by 


charge that the "end use certificate", Government Exhibit 31, 
was signed by someone else with the “authority, consent and 
knowledge” of the defendant Manuel Alfonso Rodriguez. This is 
not to sugcest that if the indictment had made that latter 
allegation that it would have been a sufficient alleqation of 
a violation of 18 U.S.C. 1001. The retained attorney failed to 
make any objections to any of the testimony and the tanes on the 
authority of United States v. Bruton, 391 U. S. 123 (1968). 
There was ineffective assistance of counsel in violation 
of defendant's constitutional rights under every standard, 


Tollett v. Henderson 411 U.S. 258, (1973); McMann v, Richardson, 


en ad 


397 U.S. 759 (1970); United States v. Wight, L76 F. 2a 376 

(2d Cir. 1949, cert. den 338 U. S. 950 (1950); United States 

ex rel Marcelin v. Mancusi, 462 F. 94 36 (9a Gir, LOT 2h, Gert. 
den. 419 U. S. 917 (1973); and cases cited: United States ex 
rel Crispin v. Mancusi, 448 F. 2d 233, 237 (248 Cite), Certs 

den. 404 U.S. 967 (1971); United States ex rel Scott v. Mancusi, 
#09 fF, 24 Lod, 109 (2 Cir. 1970), cert. den, 402°0.S. 905 CLOT 1 3 
United States v. Katz, 425 F. 24 928, 930-31 (2 Cir. 1970); 
United States v. Silva, 418 F. 26 326, 331432 (2 Cie, 1963) 
United States v. Currier, 405 F. 2d 1039, L042=43 (2 Cire); 
cert. denied 395 U.S. 914 (1969); United States ex rel Maselli 


vy. Reincke, 383 F. 2d 129, 132 (2 Cir. 1967); United States ex 


rel Boucher v. Reincke, 341 F. 2d 977, 981-82 (2 Cir. 1965); 
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been set up, as aforesaid (T. 313). There were "approximately ten 


federal agents", all armed, in motel in connection with this 
case, in addition to local police officers (T. 458, 332). The 
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(Kelly, T. 313, and MciInniney; T. 333, 458), and at least one 


police officer (T. 332) and at least one government informer or 


person working 


control and direction of Government 


agents (Stagg, T. 313), and very likely another person working 

under the direction of the Government, Miguel Celis (T. 313), 

see below, p. 46,47 , and at least one New York City Police Officer, 
Detective Bill Irwin (T. 174). Inside the room, one agent, 

Agent McNinney, stood near the door (T. 333, 458), apparently the 
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that room. In the adjoining 
room were other Government agents surveilling the interrogation 
room with videotape and audiotape equipment and recordings, supra. 
The defendant was at all times in the presence, control and custody 
of the Government agents. There is evidence showing that Miguel 
Celis was working for or under the direction of Government Agent 
1G; Nagra tape recorder carried by Government 

¥ May , 1876). At the trial, Government Agent Kelly 
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The underlined statement is police jargon to describe a situation 
which an informer or a person arrested for a crime sets up 

another person, in this case Celis set up defendant Rodriguez, 

as part of his deal to be ‘let off the hook’. The latter portion 

of Government Age Kelly's testimony is more fully discussed 


rt}. 


»elow. The recording made by Government Agent Kelly on the Nagra 
recorder carried on his person at the time, or part of the time 

of the events at the Holiday Inn on May 15, 1976 reveals additional 
evidence to support this fact, wherein he records his own voice 
whispering an instruction and warning by Government Agent Kelly 

to Miguel Celis, as those two were apparently proceeding from the 


Banquet Room to that private interrogation room, as follows: 
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volice officer met the defen t iguez, Miguel Celis, anda 


Ravmond Geraldo at Kennedy Airport, took them into the Government 


overated motor vehicle and drove to a4 place (T. 457, 310, 280) 
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perpetrate 


on a da dant in the circumstances set forth herein 
nd then contend th the Goefendant’: mstitutional rights 
pend on them visibly pinning on their badges of authority 
and their detiberate deception in no pinning on their badges 
( uthority precludes the application of the constitution ana 
insula i ro i ty imposed by the Fifth ana Sixth 
Amendments of the constitution. The defendant's constitutional 
its are just as much violated by the failure of the author- 


ties to abide by the constitutional requirements of the Fifth 
Amendment and the rules announced by the Supreme court to pro- 
*t ‘ffectuate and realize those rights forthe people, whether 


the authorities expose their badges of authority or whecher 


they conceal them, by deception, or any other means. 


What is the difference in principle between the decep- 


sonst 1_tiu- 


Supreme Cour 


the authorities 


h authorit 


abama, 
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he kad no knowledge of constitutional rights; that he 
iliarity with Miranda warnings and did not under-~ 
‘ix meaning, that he was a stranger on a brief so- 


Sun in a foreign land, that he was alone, held incommuni- 


La 


<0 contact anyone, and was subjected to 


: 
} 
* wosome powers of police control over his person and 
uF ng, that the prosecution of the defendant had al- 
cady commenced, that the forces of the government had been 


archulled against him to Geprive him of his diberty, that 
: che government arrayed against him experienced lawyers, the 
wsciftant United States Attorney (and the united States Attor- 


himself) and confronted him by experienced Assistant 


tod States Attorneys gearec up aid directed to incriminate 
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rcknowledged by the defendant, and it was not read 


bron, 46 A.D. 24 776,778 (2d Dept. 
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COUNT 


Point vil 
The failure of the trial court to rend: 3 pre- 
liminary instruction on the conspiracy count 
plain error and reversible 
The trial court wholly omitted to render any preliminary in- 
on to the jury on the conspiracy count at any time after the 
estimony was offered on the conspiracy count, and to instruct 
y on the use and value of hearsay evidence on a conspiracy 
he re ap ioe that 
rticipa- 
nt non- 
jiven ities prior to 


ay beseieoay,* Uni ted 


(%4 


301 (5th 


Cir. 1975) « 
POLnEe 
NOW - 
There was no independent, hearsay evidence which estab- 
lished that the defendant Rodriguez had any part what- 
ever in the conspiracy charged in Count I which was 
consummated on May 5, 976. 


The defendant Rodriguez was not in view at all prior to May 


conspiracy charged in Count I 


boy 19 76.4A Pe 300, (S105 311% 258).4. the 

nad already been consum as of \MayS) 1976. with, the filing of 
the documents described in Count II, III and IV. (T.450~-452; 613). 
The admission of hearsay evidence after May 5, 1976 was plain er- 
ror and requives reversal of the sentence. 


Point IX 


It was furdamental error denying the defendant a fair 
trial and due process of law to allow the admission of 
testimony to prove tne conspiracy after the conspiracy 
had been consummated 


The alleged conspiracy charged in Count I of the indictment 
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& 


(2A-9A) The Government's own evidence shows that the 


allegedly false documents were filed on May 5, 1976, (fT. 450-452, 613) 


atc WAICH time tne COnSpiracy was consummated, BULLTOrG Vs UNL ted 


2 8,20. 483, 486, n. 1 (9th Cir, 1959). the introduction 


id admission into evidence cof testimony after May 5, 1976 allegedly 


deprived the defendant of his fundamental rich 


that there was no 


lant Rodriguez signed 


Sei a Pace bA el ate Pi anllels alias a ee = 
SUDSCanctive Counc, Count 


the end use 


1 


-@ which Mr. Celis and Mr. Geraldo brought 


Cc r d 
p from El Salvador on May 2d, there is no proof in 
his case that Colonel Rodriguez actually signed 
that document. We are not contending in the absence 
of that proof that he actually did in fact sign it..." 
(T764), 


The Government is bound by its admission and is estopped to 
deny that there is no proof in this case that the defendant Rodriguez 
signed that document, namely, the so-called "end use certificate", 
Government Exhibit 31, which is described in and is the basis of the 


Substantive count, Count LTIfl of the indictment (9A). The Philadelphia, 


imington and Baltimore RR. Company v. Howard, 54 U.S. 307 (1851); 


‘ 


v. Wakelee, 156 U.S. 680 (1894): Sturm vy. Boker, 105 U.S. 312 


McCarthy, 96 U 258 (1877). ‘The 
in criminal cases. 


335 (1956); United 


Point XI 


The statements of the prosecutor misstating the facts 


and stating matters as facts outside of the record de- 


prived defendant of a fair trial and mandates a reversal 


es 


n his closing statements after admitting that there was no 
the case that the defendant Rodriguez had signed the end use 
90n which Count III was based, the prosecutor stated: 
find, as I submit youn from this evidence 
signature was put on that document, however it 
the knowledge, consent and authorization 
iguez, then he is equally responsible as 
himself" (TT. 764) \« 
was in fact no evidence whatever, not even a scintilla 


evidence that the defendant Rodriguez haa any knowledge as to who 


false "signature" on that "end use certificate", much 


less that it was done by someone with the "consent and authorization 


of 


Colonel Rodriguez" (T.764). This was a testimonial declaration 


the prosecutor introducing to the jury matters that were not in evi- 


dence. United States vs. Newman, 490 -F.24€.139 (3rd Cir...1974).. 


Similarly the prosecutor testified on his closing statement 


that the defendant Rodriguez knew prior to May 5, 1976 that the "end 


use certificate" would be filed with the State Department (T.765), 


hat defendant Rodriguez "agreed" with Mr. Geraldo (or anyone 
g g yy 


else) to provide the "end use certificate", which was the basis of 


Count ITI (9A), for $75,000 in cash, or for any amount (7.742). There 


was nO evidence in the trial to authorize the prosecutor to decla 


“the only way to get at the bottom of this kind of thing 
ls precisely the way Agent Kelly did it in this case. ... 
That is not his job to say ‘I am a treasury agent tell me 
I is' ... that the use of undercover agents as 
as in this case is a lawful proper indeed ne- 
spensible technique of law enforcement if this 
ict is going to be rooted out and stopped" 


The prosecutor added his own evidence on summation when he de- 


ciared that the “end use certificate” 


on 


.ooked to him like it had a 
seal on it (T749). The prosecutor also declaimedé that 


the existence of prior discussions with defendant Rodriguez 
about this whole scheme, amply overwhelmingly, demonstrates 
Colonel Rodriguez' knowledge that he was being paid $75,000 
for documentation that he signed the DSP-83 that he knew was 
false. It said right on the face of it, 10,000 Bushmaster 
submachine guns are being purchased for the national defense 
of El Salvador'., (1762). 


There was no evidence that t 
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Was actually filled in, 
Or that the defendant had read the reverse side from where his sig- 
nature was allegedly placed at the time the signature was allegedly 
placed thereon. The prosecutor called for the conviction of the de- 
fendant on the basis that 

“he has a moral guilt in regard to the documents described 

in Counts If, IfI and IV as to which he had no connection" 

(T766). 
This latter declaration by prosecutor was improper, and deprived the 
defendant of his constitutional right to a fair trial and to due pro- 


cess Of law. See, United States v. Loschiavo, 4331 F.2d 659, 667 (2a 


It is fair to conclude that the jury convicted the defendant 
Rodriguez on a basis that was niether charged nor proved. Eaton v. 
Malea, 415 U.S. 697, 698-99 (1973). 


"When a prosecutor misstates facts in his closing remarks 

r states facts outside of the record in such a way as to 
prejudice a defendant, a new trial is required. See United 
States v. Tucker, 267 F.2d 212 (3d Cir. 1959), where the 
prejudice is substantial, cautionary instructions will not 
preclude a reversal. See, @.g. Dunn v. United States, 307 
F.2d 883, 886 (5th Cir. 1962); United States v. Bugros, 

304 F.2d 177 (2d Cir. 1962); Government of Virgin Isles 
Vv mnie, 409 F.2d 102, 103, 104 (3d Cit. 1969). Tf thre 


Ss, @ 

cautionary instruction is not clear and direct enough to 

neutralize the prejudice to the defendant, a reversal is 
d 


i. United States vy Leftowich, 461 F.2d 586, 590 
Ese . 1972)." United States v. Newman, 490 F.2d 139 
(34 Cir. 1974). 
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The electronic recordings of conversations 
defendant's constitutional rights 


The government embarked on a deliberate scheme to use 


electronic recordings of defendants' conversations without any 


Warrant, in violation of their constitutional rights 
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:. The prosecutors statements violate 
the defendant's rights under the 
Fifth Amendment, 


SS ee 


in his closing statements the prosecutor repeatedly 
asserted that the evidence referred to was "undisputed" Co Tike: 


739, 742, 746). These statements impugned the defendant's con- 


: Sstitutional rights under the Fifth Amendment were uncorrected by 
le tfiai court. The convictions should be reversed. United 
pbetes Va Hall, 525 Fs28 1254 (Sth cir. LOTG)): 
ws 
In his closing statements the prosecutor declared that 
€ jury should "Satisfy you" (T769) as to the claims of the de- 
renaant was plain error, was not corrected by the court when it 
vaS onjected to, and requires reversal] Of the conviction, In re 
: We Oh Ue Si GSB RA nai CeO) we a igey iwi Henderson, 534 
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é Peel) S99 (Od Clim. Pere) 


ry) 


ine prosecutor's closing statements that Agent Kelly 


had a “sworn duty as an agent of the Treasury Department...to 
revent tl type of thing", and other remarks there (T745-747) 


ro intlammatory, lLinproper and prejudicial] to tne defendant's 
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refusal of the trial court 
to charge that the failure of 
the government to call a witness 
in its control authorized an 


in- 
ference or assumption that his 


: testimony would not have been 
: helpful to it was reversible error. 
Se NS reversible error, 


he defendant Geraldo requested the charge from the 


rhais BOOEt. £0 Che Jury) the. GAG Mee ee the government to call 
1 4 witness, who was in the control Ot. te bie government, 
Cnorized the jury to infer his testimony would not have neen 
“4 CO 1t was reversible error, (See, T861) United States 
AN IN Sie i EL OTS 
the trial court at the outset of the trial granted 
9 the Getendants to each have the advantage of any 
: i / 


ide at, trial .(rdq. L2,).Sepe 20) LOGY 


The conviction should be 
‘ reversed and the indictment 
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egg INDICTMENT 


DOMINICK CAGTANESE, 16 CR 503 
FRANK G, ALVAREZ, : 
tWIN TOBOGMAN, 
MICHAELSON 
ND GERALDO, 
MIGUEL B, .CELIS, and : 

‘MANUEL ALFONSO RODRIGUEZ, 


Defendants, 
~ — peren ~ ~ pan ~-_ — — — — — — os ~ — wm — x 


TNMTDON IN TON 
INTRODUCTION 


i,  Atbv@all times material to this Indictment, th 
'erendant, DOMINICK F, CAGIANESE, was an American citizen employe 
of Aeronautics, Mott Haven Industries, Ltd. , 

Bruckner Boulevard, Bronx, New York. 
2. At all times material to this Indictment, the 
rdant, FRANK G., ALVAREZ, was an American citizen employed 
Mott Haven Industries, Ltd., 429 Bruckner Boulevard, Bronx, 
New York, aOS.iC8 Marketing Director for Latin America, 
+» At oli times matcrial to this Indictment, the 
adejendant, IRWIN TOBOGMAN, was an American citizen and self- 
onducting his business affairs from his 


residence located at 415 East 52 Street, New York, New York. 
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fendant, RAYMOND GERALDO, was a self-employed businessman and 
Ver CAN CLeLZen, 
» AL @ll times material to this Indictment, the 
ie int, ROBERT MICHAELSON, was an American citizen employed 
-resider fF Wittingt rts, Ltd., Great Neck, New York 
» At @ll times material ta this Indictment, the 
ant, MIGUEL D, CELIS, was a self-employed businessman 
San Salvador, 5] 1lvador, Central America and was a 
t tha uNncry . 
Ve ee Be material to this Indictment, the 
MANUEL ALFONSO RODRIGUEZ, was the Chief of State of 
n Fore 95 EL Balvac ; Central America, and a citizer 
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Phe Granda Jury charges: 
I. THE CONSPIRACY 
+ From On OF about January 1, 1976 and continuously 
roat ue up to and including May 15, 1976, in the Southern 
District of New York and elsewhere, DOMINICK CAGIANESE, FRANK G, 
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[RWIN TOBOGMAN, ROBERT MICHAELSON, RAYMOND GERALDO, 
D. CELIS and MANUEL ALFONSO RODRIGUEZ, the defendants, 
Peters named herein as an unindicted co-conspirator but 


1 defendant, and others to the Grand Jury unknown, 


unlawfully, willfully and knowingly did combine, conspire, 
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L (a) Between, on or about March 20, 1976 and May 215. 
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and caused to be prepared certain false and fraudulent documents 
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}-28-76 Filed order The deft has moved for a mistrial, a motion to consolidate cts. _ 
2.3 and 4 into 1 ct.#eethe motion for a mistrial***is denied without pxratud& 
| prejudice to renewal*#Motion to dismiss cts.2,3 and 4*#*is GRANTED as respects 
2 and & and denied as respects ct.3:% "Motion to strike all hearsay is 
therefore denied.........Duffy,J.:...mailed notice... 


10-29-76 Filed notice of motion for an order setting aside the verdict***wWith memo endorsed 
Motion denied... Ruffy,Js..m/a me 


T1=5-76 | “Sentencing date for all de ij to 11-22-76 at 10A.M...DU: 


L/- 8-76 


Filed transcript of :ecord of proceedings, dated : AI, 22, 23, 24,27, 23,2 es 
| | (ice apemnaangaiios 
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atl DUFFY, 
sc canssteciidiihicipige sie apie | 
Deft's Notice of Anpeal to USCA 2nd Cire uit from Judgment filed 
11-22-76. matjed copy, ‘to Bilagei, Ehriich & Lang,299 Broadway NYC 10007 
attys for deft. and copy to US Atty. RN ee th Re es 
a Filed Judgment (Atty. C. Josep h- Hallinan, Jr ., present) The defrendan a 
is committed for impr { sonment for ‘a period 0. or FIVE (5) YEARS on 
Count 1. PIVE (5) YEARS on count 3. Prison n sentence imposed _ 
on count 3 is to run CONSECUTIVELY to sentence imposed “n coun unt I. | 


The United States Attorney {s to inform the Immigration and ~ 
Naturalization Service of this action and to guggest a appropriate 

steps to be taken by them to make sure the defendant never returns ' 
to this country after service of this sentence. Counts 2 and q | 
were dismissed by the Court by Order dated October 6, “L976. 
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M.C.C. 150 Park Row WYC***transportation to be paid by deft...Met.  _ 


_1-6-77****Duffy,d..... (Certified copies to 86M 
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transmitted to the U.S.C.A. this 24th day of Febe77se. : ae 
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= defendant, 


w#elsure, wish tc 


indictuwent before your 


ENDANT Speak English. 


I have a collede education. 


Whereabouts? 


Y > 
A went 


Vepartment 


ington,b, 


What is your occupation? 


a businessman, your Honor. 


« under the 


Col 


ta? 


currently, or have you recently been, 


cure Of 4G physician or a psychiatrist? 


A HO, G42. 
Q Have you been hospitalized or treated recentiy 
> 
° for alcoholism or for narcotics? - 
ra No Your Honor, 
Q Are you feeling ali r physically today? 
A Yes, sir. 
Q Have you gon wer Count 3 with your attorney, 
bs Mr. Leisure? 
- A Yes. 
Q aas he exp.ained to you what the charge is 
“ against you in Count 3? 
: vnc aioe 
A Yes, ir. 
¢ Do you fully understand it 
A iL ao, ur ‘ 
Are you satisfied with the representation of 
. s ie 
“ ra% a4 am. 
« Q You are 
tos A Yes, 
« .@) Is he privately retained or assiqned? 
“A MR. LEISURE; I am privately retained, your 
~ Honor. | 
& ' | 
Pog 
18 Ri ReiURTER r ki } 
how AR i i H 


4 
* 


- Leisure everything you know 


anything 


him and explair 


au 


the 


Ant 
Wait 


>f the indict- 


aaa? 


ispense with 


think your Honor. 


again. 


Ow the defendant wishes 
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Mk. LUTSURE: Your Honor, it may be a techni- 
Cality that I am raising, Lut it is our understanding thut 


he would be pleading to aiding and abetting in conaccticu 


with Count 3, 


& 


~ 


THE COURT: Por the record, shall I enter a plea 
of not guilty as to all the other counts? 

MR. GOLD: Our understanding is that the other 
counts will be carried open until sentence is imposed, 
at which time the Government will move to dismiss then. 
BY THE COURT: 

Q Do you understand the nature of the charge 
agéinst you in Count 3? You are charged, along with 
certain other persons therein named, in a matter within 
the jurisdiction of the United States Dapartment of State, 
unlawfully, wilfully, and knowingly facilitating the mailing 
of, and caused to be mailed, false, fictitious, and frau- 
dulent statements on the certificate dated April 22nd, 


1976 relating to certain submachine guns to the effect 
they were to be used by the Armed Forces of El Savador 
when, in truth, and in fact, you then and there knew they 


were to be sold to individuals in the United States? 


Do you understand the charge against you? 


A Yes, Sir, 
= 
.@) Do you understand that the maximum possible 
6 
Prik { k ¥ Ki PORTIR (i Rift 
FOLEY SQG SR SEW YORK, SOY 


— 9 aa 5 I 


eo by 

a! po ox . 3 6 
4.1 pcucity provided by law is that you may be sentenced to a 
4} tera of anesdgoanent of not more than five years? You mzey 
‘ be fined the sua of $10,000 or both. : 
Do you understand that? 

j = t 
é A I understand thar. ‘. Av 

Q Do you understand you nave a right to be rep- 


resented by your lawyer at every stage of the proceedings, 


and, if necessary, if you have no funds, an attorney would 


: be appointed to represent you? Do you understand that? 
x A I understand that. 
as Q Do you understand that you have a right to 


plead not guilty and you have the right to have a speedy 


4 and public trial by a jury of twelve people, and on that 

19 trial you will have the right of assistance of counsel 

6 and the right to confront or cross-examine witnesses against 
Vi you, and at such trial you cannot be compelled to incriminate 
¢ yourself or to testify unless you wish to do 80? Do you 

id understand that? 

20 A Yes, your Honor. | 
“1 Q Do you understand, further, that if your plea 

- of guilty is accepted today there will not be any trial 

2 | of any kind, s0 that by pleading guilty you waive your | F 
aA right to a trial? By that I mean you give up your right 
“ to a trial. Do you understand that? | 
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A Yes. 

Q Do you understand that if you plead guilty the 
Court may ask you questions as to what you have done? 

A Yes, sir. 

Q Have you been induced to offer to plead guilty 
by reason of any promises, statements, 


or predictions 
by anybody to the effect you would get leniency cr special 
treatment or special consideration if you pleaded guilty 
instead of going to trial? 

MR. LEISURE: Your Honor, if I may say this: 
In talking with the Assistant United States Attorney, as 
he hae already stated, he indicated the Governuent would 
carry the three open counts which the defendant Celis has 
not pleaded to until the date of sentencing, at which time 
the Government will move to dismiss those open counts. 
Also, at that time, the Assistant United States Attorney 
has told me he would make aware to the Court the extent 
of cooperation that the Defendant Celig has given to the 
Government; furthermore, if the defendant has any problems 
in relocation or in employment following the sentencing, 
the Government has indicated it will use its best efforts 


to solve those problems. That is the full extent to which 


the Assistant United States Attorney and I have conferred. 


MOL TEER DASE RMD RP REM OR TERS » (Ue bee ot 


Do you understand what counsel has just ssid? 
Yes, sir. 
Q Is there anything he has omitted? Is there 


anything you want to tell the Court about? 


A No; sir. 


Q Are you being induced to offer to plead guilty 


or are you pleading guilty because you are guilty iand 
they can most likely prove it? 
A I am guilty of the charges. 
Q Have you been subjected to any fear or pressure 
or force, or anything like that, in order to induce 
you to plead guilty? 
A No, your Honor. 

Are you presently under the influence of 
anything, such as alcohol or drugs, or anything that might 
affect your ability to understand what you are doing now? 

A No, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Does the Government represent it 
has sufficient evidence to make a prima facie case 
as to Count 3? 

MR. GOLD: Yea, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Leisure, do you know of any 


valid legal defense available to your client on Count 3, 


se oe 
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iU 


Or do you know 
to plead guilty? 


MR. LEISURE: I do not know of any, your Honor, 


Q Is your plea voluntary? 
A Yes, it is. 
Q Does your willingness to plead guilty result 


from any prior discussions had between the attorney for 


the Government and yourself or your attorney other than 


as previously stated today before me in open court? 


A No. 
Q Do you still wish to plead guilty? 
A, Yes, your Honor. 


Tell me what you did with respect to Count 3 
Pf £ 


A Concerning this page, your Honor {indicating} ? 


j 


MR. LEISURE: The Defendant Celis is indicating 


a Grand Jury exhibit marked as Exhibit 


No. Sy WALEH is 


referred to in Count 3. It 18 a single-page document, 


and that is what he is rererring to,your Honor: 
Q What did you do with respect to that document? 
A I brought it to the United States, your Honor, 


and I helped to trace the signature, and 1 helped in 


filling it out. 
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a irrers nme 
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ee 
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—— ——e Aamrae* 
ee ee 
ee ee ee 
eS ae 
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av 
rt » on ¢ ~ oi 4 ‘ n ~ oe | i 
same COUNT: uanad that to the Clerk, 
fGosan.. } ’ 
} L’ause, } 
Q Did you do that in Or0ger to assist Bomeboay in 
» Obtaining certain tirearins? 
nS R 


F A Yea, sir. 
Q Did you do that intentionally and knowingly? 


8 A Yes, your Honor. 


Q You knew it wag wrong? 
A I knew that the weapons would never go to 


El Salivador, your Honor. 


@) You Knew the use of tne certificate Wus Trau- 


dulent? 
‘ 14 A Yes, your Honor. 


THE COURT: 4S there any further inquiry 


ey a ae } ‘ 4 ‘ + Ciunanewe eer ae eon } “ 
WhIiCN Counsel believe 3 Lie COUrt 2+10OU4C0 Make pberore 


| entering the plea? 5 
| 
| P MR. GOLD: NO, your Honor. 
THE COURT: f will accept your plea, 
. I direct that a full pre-sentence report be 
F made, 


in) Has he been fingerprinted and photographed? 
Cy» 2 MR. COLD: He has. 
THE COURT: I think, for the record, I ought 


to enter a not quilty plea on the other counte, I don't 


2NSist Gn doing that. 


MK. GOLD: I think that will be better, your 


THE COUkT: You can be sentenced by me, if 
- 
you want, or you can await the arraiqnment of the other 
defendants, in which case the entire matter will go to a 
Judge of this court to be selected by random selection 
through these wheels we have over here [indicating]. 
You can do whatever you like on that. 


The basic premise of the American Bar Associ- 


™ 
5 


ation minimum standards is that, where possible, the Judg 


who has presided at the acceptance of the plea ought to 
impose sentence; however, that's not mandatory. That's 
found in Section 5.1 of Part 5 of the Standards relating 
to Administration of Criminal Justice, published by the 
American Bar Associatian in 1974, It is not binding on 
this Court. However, that has been cited favorably by 
the Court of Appeals and other Courts. 

Mr. Leisure, you can agree with the Assistant 
United States Attorney. 

MR. LEISURE: May I confer with them briefly? 

THE COURT: Indeed, 

(Pause, } 


THE COURT: Is he on bail now? 


e: 


MR. GOLD: He is being held in lieu of 91,000,000 


¥ » 


MR. LEISURE; It is anticipated that tha 


Defendant Celis will testify at the trial, and unéer thous 


* 


circumstances I think it would be preferable that the 
Judge who hears the case andhears his testimony be the 
sentencing Judge. 

THE COURT: That is acceptable, 

Tomorrow, when I assign the case, I will s0 
indicate that the sentence will be imposed by the assigned 
Judge. Under those circumstances I will have to leave 
the date flexible. 

If there is no objection the saakunoind will 
be adjourned sine die, 

MR. LEISURE: There is no objection to that, 
your Honor. 

THE COURT: What about his bail? 

MR. LEISURE: We are willing to continue it 
at this time. If there is an application in the future 
with regard to the bail I, of course, would make it. 

THE COURT: You are continued. Your bail 
continued in the amoung of $1,000,000 cash or surety, 
you are remanded to the United States Marshal in lieu 


that bail. 
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Will the navshal bring him to the Probation 


Orfice either tenorrow or the next day? or 
WR. GOLD: We will see that it is dona, your 
‘Honor, 
oe 
THE COURT: Take the slip from the Clerk. 
Take him to the Probation Department sometime tomorrow. 
(Time noted: 4:15 p.m, ] 
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lys ; man, Okay 1S an independant 

S0n-Of-u-bit I did not know he was dealing 

with hin , ya ly I thought .he was 

involved j atemal tight now I'm going 

to give you a litt 2 background. I'm 

doing more busines I Salvador, than any 

other company in th I'm buying coffee 

out of there, I'm buyi cotton, I'm buying 

all : Ishit S and that, Salvador, 
-Cause of Ray and s¢ 20Ot a good position. 

I know th man. m gOlng te tell you gomething 

very blu: vy, This man is an animal, Most 


‘ 7% 


Vicious man I've ever m nmy life. He would 
JUST @S SOON take a gun, pu . to your face and 
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you Know who we are dealing with, 


He 18 not human. 
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Now who are these p 


Ae use of the armed forces. Min Kuow. 
eople who are signing the 


l Kodriguez, he's alleged to be the Chair- 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff 


ee ee 


The Boss. 
For San Salvador, El Salvador. 


be signing all the "End User" Certi- 


He signed them? 
lie's already signed them. 
Alright, so that.... 
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STATEMENT OF DEFENDANT SEFORE ARRAIGNMENT 
MADE TO ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
ne nh ee AL LORNEY 


iAS c ae { 
Date: YUIGM |S 1 FX 7 
aa i a aa 
Time Interview Commenced: __ tee vod p.m. 
wT (- nt 
Oo My name is PBeED S04) _.. I ea an Assistant 
United Strate ttorney. _ ave been arrested for a 


wiolation of oo'% wS C Say = 
which relates to u Yuou — 

In a few minutes you wi e take@n before the United 
States Magistrate who will fix bail in your case. 

Do you understand that? 


A \f dD ‘ f\ Le, ¢ { y 
(M- YY Unc) ko 


Q You have a constitutional righc to refuse to answer any of 
my questions. Do you understand that? 


({ / | 
A US ae eee 1, biti tae 
{tA ¥ UU CLAS THVey 
\ “a p C73 
© You have an absolute right to remain silent, and if you 
choose to answer any questions, any statement you do make 


can be used against you in a court of law. 
Do you understand that? 


have a right to. consult an attorney and to have 
that attormey present during this interview. Do you : = 
understand that? SEO ES 
oe DEFENDAN' 
Rok VopRieueZ 
A ‘\f Pe 5 WMA. (SANs +t rw “5 cs 2H grr 


Od 


ral Gc U.S. Diet Cour 
& MDotn - 

bits ; uf 

Q If you do not have funds to retain an attorney 
an attorney will be appointed to represent you and: £: 
you do not have to answer any questions before this ] i 
attorney is appointed and you can consult with him. rw be 
Do you understand that? ' 3 
VE | aaa \ ae \ p p, | 

A. \ L/ al) A SLA SLE -< 

Would you like ta answer some questions about your background? 


You may pick and choose those questions you wish to answer, 
and you may stop at any time. 
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HAVE YOU TAKEN OR ARE YOU NOW TAKING DRUGS? HEROIN (70) COCAINE ( Ac 


ADDICT? MARIJUANA OR HASHISH ( ,«¢ ) 


EVER ADDICTED? : AMPHETAMINES (0 ), 
i 

WHAT DRUG? K. METHADONE ( 40), 

DRUG PROGRAM? LSD ( 40), OTHER: 


ALCOHOL? SoCal clyinte.. 


DO YOU (OR YOUR SPOUSE) HAVE ANY BANK ACCOUNT? no bank eatcewn Ts ‘4 
WHERE: €\ Salyaclyu ~ 4 GctCoun 15 OSA Su. tev lewd 
Totallin, cpprmimutl t¢ ru Cu lene r 
FINANCIAL, THtGtiny CPs = Caouawre 
CASH ON PERSON CGunut te. mc 
SAVINGS PL IC howe comin Ccddldewad cero 
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HOUSE S 4 5 TO pis cet ULAX P (Luac4 Ut 4 ahs , 7 
OTHER PROPERTY - Jome wuudévelupech (Gucl 
DOES YOUR SPOUSE WORK? /1 U WHERE? 
CITIZEN OF: €( Selvecdor ENTRY TO U.S. DATE: TOuvicliny  Wlus /3 19-7 
J 1 
PLACE OF BIRTH PORT OF ENTRY: Aj Orleans _ hs 
fthuag NAPAQ/ : 


ALIEN REGISTRATION NUMBER: 
REGISTERED WITH S$ sLECTIVE SERVICE? 
HAVE YOU EVER SERVED IN THE ARMED FORCES? WHEN? 
TYPE OF DISCHARGE? 
DO YOU HAVE ANY RELATIVES INN. ¥. AREA, OTHER THAN THOSE MENTIONED ABOVE? 
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OFFICe OF MUNITIONS CONTROL 


CONSIGNEE PURCHASER 


TRANSACTION STATEMENT 
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Uitimeate » gnee name and address 


Estado Mayor Gener 
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U. S. DIST. COURT 
S. D. OF N. Y. 


\ ; ia N cir cipal Bg 
hk kD buick (EA OW y hime lo. 


mistrust Colonel)... Ok, 


He says that there is no, 


CHEE EU eh EE ace a RE Coe Neg 


eee UNINCeL Liz. 


ht BS 


But I want you to understand that you know 
everything that is going on. 


that you know every- 


we buying the guns and 


cee 


née is buying the weapons. 
6 t 


going to pay you for all 
that you giv 


give us. 


pay for all the paper- 


aes | 


-, where is, where is 


en; 


Ox¢<en 
pew iras 
or > 


Oo background noise. 


+4 om 
OL s 


have ordered these guns. 


already order the weapons 
Spanish) 
KODIECGHEZ : Unintellipible. 
that pink plece of paper? 
CELLS: I have. 
STAGG: Can I have it please. 


ery PR he Se i my briefcase 


«“ 3 - 
C Alright, sobby \ (unintelligible) 
CELI { will tell you which one it is. You re- 


he A. member the one that ... 


STAGG : No, bring the briefcase, just bring this 
brietcase, don't, you go in your briefcase. 
You bring his briefcase. (pause) 
Now if, if the State Department checks ... 

, If the State Department 'Chequea"' (anglicism) 

.in opanisn) ( Chequa translated into En glish - check up 
or follow up). 

SiAGG: On these guns going to your country ... 

hid | On Cho si ee 

an Spanish) 

STAGG: How are we protected? 

CEL iS? On these weapons tl.at are going to Ei 

(in Spanish) Salvador. te says; "How would they be 
protected." 

RODRIGUEZ: That if they Chequea? (anglicism - translated 

{in Spanish) into English - check up on - or foilow up on). 

HH BE I In the event that the State Heparcmens says, 

(in Spanish) takes some control, not control, some "chequea" 
(angiicism - translated into English - to 
check up or follow up). Then ... 

KOURIGUEZ: Should ask. 


(in Spanish) 


Ask something, and they would ask you of the 


(in Spanish) weapons destined to El Salvador, destined to 
El Salvador; that if they would be protected 


RODRIGUEZ: 
(in Spanish) 


Protected in the sense that 


os In the sense thac the State Department, will, 
(in Spanish) they would sot Like to have any problems with 
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Aen get bol on 
vinldenCifcled 


9peakKker 


TOY TVA A AT « 
OBOCMAN: 


: Net oie. 
MVJUALOULZ : 


{in Spanish) 


CHILES: 


(in opanisn) 


Che State Department 
would be protected in this sense; that you 
would say; Yes, I signed this; true. 


Noise the problem, (noise, unintelligible) 
-+- pending. 


is this yours? 


Yes - (Pause) Yes, There is no problem, be- 
cause they would check on him and everything ... 


Now, Ex ... Explain it because after this 

meeting we never want to ask for extra e 

ations again. So please explain that if a 
comes to him in a month or 

whatever pe - is; what his action will be; 

what the procedure will be from there. 

Just to make them feel comfortable. 


ni- 


piece of pa 


ment from the State 


in the event that a aocument 
J 


acu 
VepDarCMent arrived at Our OLE LEes, 


Into my office? 


tes (pause) You would have EO = 


Ul course, I would have to 


SGC (20. 
AS far as that > 


€s; there would be no problem. 
im, let him, what was the response. 


paper that will get there, 

nave Co go Co his office. And he has, eh, eh, 

1] iyst Re will Keep it you know, but, 

the men that will receive it, his secretary which 
15 a personal trust 


I am teiling them that your secretary ig the ore 
that would receive all Che: mai) 
OL course, of course. 


| EST PY pray 


is 4 . 
And ne 


And théec 


KODRIGUEZ: There is no problem. 
(in Spanish) 


Now, wait, wait a minute. 
Yes. 


He gets inquiries from the State Department that 
...- have you received the ten chousand machine 

ins? What is to keep it from going to somebody 
other than himself, and somebody Saying; What 
ten thousand machine guns? Because as you know, 
we are getting the ten thousand machine guns and 
they are not going to El Salvador. 


Yeh, I know - We already discussed that, he andl. 


KELLY: Wili you tell us. Would you ask him if 


*@e 


r 


STAGG: We are glad that you discussed it. I want to know... 
Yeah - eh 

I am sorry, I want to hear it. 

I want to hear it 


Ehn - We believe that if, suppose it goes to 
mn 
we 


someone else rather than him; let's put it 
this way... 


Poe : ae 
Lan Youu ask Cneé 


Please. 


Who, who he is the higher, I mean, no one 
would arrest hin. 


No, well you know, that is not what we are 
saying. 


TOBOCMAN: x0u have to listen. Secause you ... ¥or did ..) 
We ask you ask “he Co1onel. He is in New York 
now. 


ULLisS: 


Yeah! 


»OBOCMAN: Now, it a piece cof Paper dy accident goes to 


the president fxerelacethree other important 
people in the country. 


CELLS: Oh, Yeah. 


TO SOCMAN : Well one of the other two people. 


CELIS: Yeah, Yeah. 


LOSICMAN: It now comes to 


at president or to somebody 
else, not to his tru 


sted employee. 


CELLS: Uhuu 


YO BOCMAN: Explain, the, what is the 
problem with thai. 


(2) 


onsequences of the 


CELIS: Yer. 
CELIS: They would like to know, for example, they 
(in Spanish) say what would huppea if this document come 


Co the heads of another pewson. For example 

the president of the republic. In other words, is 
we have it aureauy ... 
RODRIGUEZ: Yes. 


(in Spanish) 


CELTS: But suppose it got there. They are seeing 


bo 
RODRIGUEZ: He could talk to me about 2G OU E) Chale 
(in Spanish) that there would 


be any problem. If he becomes 
aware; the document arrives; and what is this, 
me whsht ase, buc Iwill be able to explain. 
Si Yes, I told them that we had spoken abovt this 
(in Spanish) adiso. You know - what would happen if by; 
WOES. ils) Baie eg ie mean, someone found 
out that you are doing something; and ... the 


truth of the matter ig that they can't eay 


anything to you. Ehh. 


OOKTIGUEZ: No. 
Spénish) 


OO Bo besides, 


im opanish) 


RODRIGUEZ: + We are very clear with this problem - Above 
(in Spanish) all - if my government were to pay, in that 
sense, I would have problems. 


CELLS: Yes - that is it, basically. Well - Eh. 
(in Spanish) 


Unidentified Ok - (unintelligible comments) 


speaker 


MICHAELSON: We all want to hear. 

STASG: That's my ears, that's my ears over there. 

STAGG: (laughter) ... 
Ok. - 

CELIS: Ok. 

KELLY: Wha - What was, the .. go ahead 

CELLS: Eh-Eh-let's suppose that ah, eh - The problem 
would arice that, it the government of El 
Salvador would pay the guns, and then the 


guns Never would come to my country and then 
one says; where is the money? He might, eh, 
I mean, I think he ean stole the money. But 
that not the case ... that's not 


However, we're paying him 
’ pay 


Yeah, I know. 


I am paying him. Ok. Now, I want to make sure 
you know everything - You are getting seventy- 
five thousand. Ok. He is getting, and I want 
pS eae you fo" telL hres, 

aay We Knows ‘ 
STA € G ‘ You Know what he 16 anal 4 
MICHAELSON: Twenty-five 


> 


STAGG: No, you are getting five percent. 


wT 


MICHAE.. ON; 


Oh - T am sorry, I thought you meant now, 
today. 
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Ok, I want, 1 want, I : I want every- 
body to know the dea 


(overlapping) ... If you just say, say it all. 


No, N lo, No, Ok. 

Because I need this man. 
Please say it all, there 
Overlaps - unintrelligibl. 


Don't everybody talk at one time, you 
don't make me think! 


Tony, everything is open and above order Ok. 
I an teiling you. Now, he knows he knows Ray. 
We're getting five. Ok. 


r yet... He didn't answer 


is saying thi in this deal we are 
seventy-five, pesos (in Spanish). 
ive thousand dollars. 


URLCUE; 


i Spanish) 


And they will receive five percent of the 
transaction. (pause) It is to 


a) “ee 


We are in agreement. 


They understand everything?... 
Oh, yes. 


4OW, woadlt about ban le tT Wwe ic | our ten thousand, 
We want somenore. Because our original deal 


with, with Bob, was ttircty million dollars 
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CELIS: 
STAGG: 


ni gentif ied 
Speaker 


STAGG: 


STAGG: 
MICHAELSON: 


Unidentified 
Speaker 


RELLY: 


MICHAELSON: 


STAGG: 


CELIS: 


worth of stuff. 
Uhuu 


Ok, we all can't go thru El Salvador. 


Right 


You can't buy that kind of stuff. 
handle it after shat? 


How 


Ok, we will handle this situation thru 
Because they will come thru us, eh, to 
and then ... 


So you will get us tke country and the 
Alright let me answer that. 


Right! 


Ok. 


We aré go.ng thru the semantics right now... 

Let me answer how we do it. Thru the Colonel, 
thru Migue1, they: ... The Colonel has been 
favored by certain countries, to on Wok 

and see andsfeel and everything else; and 

he is very close to a lot of the high officials; 
like he is in other countries. If necessary, 

we have had this discussion. If we had ... 
we fee? that Salvador has reached the point of, 
it will be silly to ask for any more *han let's 
Say ten million dollars worth of ... We can then 
go to - Yhru the Colonel, and thru Miguel, ah, 
to another country say, do me a favor. 7 need 

@ «+. Certificate, so and so on - . 


So, you understand that? 


Ehh, I, I, I (unintelligible) 


Mike, Mike, can I just say something, ok. 
(pauce) Mike, we know the way we do business; 
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CELLS: 


(in Spanish) 


CELLS: 

(in Spanish) 
RODRIGUEZ: 
(in Spanish) 


CELLS: 
(in Spanish) 


Unidentiiled 
Speaker 


CELIS* 
(in Spanish) 


OK. We Know, just said. We 
heard it before is BYeé, we want to hear 


it from the Colonel. 


Mike ... 


As Tony hears it from his father, we want 
to hear it from the Colonei 


. 


Ok, ok. 


He says ... Well let's see now, about the 
negotiations because ... They are happy the 
way this transaction was taken care of. It 
was one, but they den‘t want only this one, 
they, as I told you the last time we met; 
they want more. I mean, buy 30 million 
dollars of ... of ... how would you say, war 
material. The what to do? So I told them 
that what has to be done was, that they go 
back to us and we do the same paper work and 
all that. 


But there is certain limitation. 
Yes, of course. 


ror the tollowing reason. Because £1 Salvador 
is mot going to buy thirty million; whore! 
Damn No, No. We would be hung tomorrow! 


(Unintel Ligible) 


Then, then what we had thought of was, that 
Chat thru governments of ... of, I mean ... 
You would go to people that are in the same 

as you, in coninand position in other countries. 
For example; We had thought of approaching 

the Chileans. Eh, that ah - we have done 

that already. Eh -, Guatemala and other 
countries to covir; because thirty million 


dollars of ... dann, the whore! 


Speakers in Background (unintelligi' le). 
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ai epdana rij 
WINS t 

(an opanish) 
ar a See | . 


A het be ee 
LAS 
wwe | 


" , ¢ “} - 

OT l 4 a 2G G 40k ONO WOTLG 
awe gi tede per peas i wast os 

i. Bi oOdiVacor Gcolng, ing Up against 


ct 


° 
ne UU. Se ees 
(Laughter) in Background. 


Mat 1S a large amount 


Would you pleass translate to him please. 


a 
4 } i } mL ~ 7 eet 
rk © Fis 410, ¢ sne Fenlicman Over nere 


saic chat -~ ah - they WOoOULd A) through the 
Chilean governm’.t they have done before; 
and, and also he said it for Guatemala; 

I believe 


PaakG 


a lk bs . : $6 ieee ole Mien de ear i A } sa} 
And thac, ah, it could be arranged through 


viet. Yeah, in other words, we know that our 
capacity, that che goverrment of El Salvador, 
we - if - what happen if the govern... if the 
State Department will see that we are buying 
thirty million WOT CI OL pilgc el” Maes is} They are 
going to believe we are fighting all the 
Central American countries. Then, we can have 
a little troubie from them. 


ry J } ~ } “+ 
hen ’ won - you can nhanadie Chat. 


Oh ~ Yes, sure, sure. 


Unintelligible. 


' ) : } ‘ een 
aa a ine Os al Pleas Lo Ytinish 3g Oa thru him, 


DUCaUSe ie was Guucated in Chile. he has... 
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BEST COPY AVAILABuE 


friends, not only eh, collegues, eh, because 

of they have the same position. So; But 
personal friends that he has invited, already, 
to those governments, by thos governinents! 

And those people, that were his friends, are the 
big generals now that are ruling Chile, eh, 
Uruguay, Peru and all that. So if he calls 
them. I can go and open the door; knock on 

the door and they will Open at the door. 

You follow me. 


In other words 
He has personal friends that are ... in the 


get the proper papers for the United 
thru your contacts. 


we have to buy U.S. (unintelligible) 


oe 


, ae 1 
Chaat Ss 


can't get anything 


Nave CO 20 thru 


just want a foundation. 
indation, 


Can Say something as a matter of record? 

Absolutely! 
LOBOCMAN : Do - not - comic yourself to a third party, 
for another countrv, until I and Bobby, 
Specifically say, Now it’s such and such a 
thing. It will be such and such a thing. 
In other words, I don't want this to make 
you fellows feel that you can @0 aike a bird 
and take care of the case on your side until 
we make sure. Cause it's nice that he has 
friends and if we are going to be responsible, 
Bobby and | wanc to sav to you: Yes, Guatemala 
said yes, for se many dollars ior so inany things. 


110 SA 


Unidentified Right 
Speaker 


MICHAELSON : And then I will feel coinfortable. 


RODRIGUEZ : If perhaps I would want to clarify this pro- 
{in Spanisn) blem, I would have to talk to them first. 
CELIS : Ah, Yeas, of co... 

(in Spanish) 

RODRIGUEZ : This is not a matter that we are going to 
(in Spanish) take for granted, and ... 

CELIS : Sure. 


(in Spanish) 
STAGG : What he said. 


ANGELO : he said that he would have to talk to his 
friends first, and that way we would know... 


STAGG: Ok, Ok, Good that's a good idea. Beesuse we nace 
(uninvelligible) ....yet, 


iP ' = 
Can we s2a tha 7 


pink pisce of paper? 

MICHAELSON : Just for - Just for a matter of Yecord. There 
is, he was in, in Honduras, Panama and Columbia 
thru Irv and i's connections, of which they are 
@ part of us. There is possibility. 


KELLY * Angelo; would you tell the Colonel for us that 
the papers he gave us, the end use, are in 
the Scate Departcent now. We haven't received 
our guns yet, cut we are willing on good faith 
and as a triendship to hin to pay him for his 
help in us getting our guns at this time. 


ANGELO : Gentlemen, he said; that, the document that 

(in Spanisn) he received from you is at the State Depart- 
ment But at this time we have not received 
any of the, th+, the machine guns or whatever. 
But we are yoins to sive you the money as a 
sign of good faith, and we hope the same on 
your part in delivering the machine guns as 
agreed. 
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Ris, 


er 


A 


GUEZ 
Spanish) 


OBKOCMAN : 


rn 


OSOCMAN : 


Spanish) 


EY 


Start wiih. che proplem ee 1e machine 
guns is vours You, spoke to te 
document. 


Yes, there it is 
Here is the document - this i e document. 


(overlapping comments unintelligible) 
Oh, Yes, he signed it. 


is more than aware that there is no 


i just want to make sure this this seal 
is on. 


% 


she seal is on? 


Unintelligible ... put it in hts pocket. 


Minas 
20U 


went to, you and Jo 


money here. 


I don't wart problems. 


Now he got lo understand one thing. Ok. 
While you count ctnis money. That every three 
million collars worth of guns we buy, accord- 
ing tu boboy, he gets seventy five thousand 
dollars cas!.. Do you understand that? Will 
you please teli the Colonel, for every . 


What? 


Fo. 2very three million dollars, they buy, 
We ax: to have seventy five thousand dollars. 


It he supplies ur with the documents thit we 


ul 
can go to the tate Deparcment . 


if he supplies the documents or if he has to 
yo somcpluce else to supply tk documents it’s 
Still the same amount of money. 


RODRIGUEZ ; 


STAGG: 


TOBOCMAN: 


CELIS: 
TOB@CMAN : 
STAGG : 


UELES: 


(in Spanish) 


RODRiGUEZ: 
i 


Cin Spent 


preen oe 


CULULS > 


(in Spanish) 


Yes. 


But (in Spanish) - "Coronel", (translated 
into English Colonel) only on delivery, not 
like this no more. We showed our good faith. 


Ok. And we want to deal likeewe both-trust 
each other. 


If he says something we put our name behind 
it Ok. 


Uhuu 
So - 
Explain. 


He says that this time, well, still they have 
to buy the weapons with that document, and 
they still have nothing to show. They say 
that next time ic's not going to be ... 

This has been in sign gf good faith and good 
will. But the following ones are going to be 
one on one, one on one. Here is the stuff 
here is the dough. 


Yes. (pause) No on this problem, understand, 
that, in reality, the State Department, perhaps 
they; could also ... No, pressure us ... too 
frequent, it might happen that ...Well, create 
some problems - you know. 


There is also a very important matter, and we 
have Co let them know. And it is that we are 
going to have che opportunicy of being in 
Europe. And we can buy and the State Depart- 
ment willmot bother us. We have a great con- 
nectior in Germany. Whored, so why ruck around 
with American weapons when weapons are weapons. 
And then, instead of us being here fucking a- 
round with the State Department problems. 


I am going to leave these with Joe, so he 
can study them and then he can return theirs, 
for they are ... or he can keep all this shit. 
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What is this? 


/ 


(unintelligible) Brochures about guns in 
Gernany, IL am sure you would like to see them. 


We will talk latex about this with Tony's 
father. At a dirferent meeting. Okay? 


I want to leave tnese with you ... 


you want te leave this with me. 
very good, very good. 


En - i am celling hin 


Want to start countin 
be nere all nighc. 


weapons .. unintellisible 


epans sh) 
STAGG: You wait to help him. 
We wili ake yours 
Unintellizible - 


| “ . t 1 ' 
mesp Me COuURL, Let 


1 would like you to count it please. 
* 


TOBOCMAN: «And me too. I don't feel that I want tc 
count. 


Rackground noise 
Long Puuse 


CE. it as 
STAGG: 


MPAUCELY. 


CELIS: 


ANGELO: 


(in Spanish) 


RODRIGUEZ: 
(in Spanish) 


CELIS: 
(in Spanish) 


Unidentitied 


opCaKe!I 
o 


UCLLI5S: 


(in Spani sh) 


aa 
osAGG: 


MICHAELSON; 


« 17 « 


tifity-, tive thousana here. 
ae oo 
What's up: 


Il am going to sa‘ 


(in Spanish) that each one 
contains five thousand. There are five thous- 
and in each - Fifcy one hundred dollar bills. 


Yes. 


Fifty one hundred in each 


Fifty. 


Put them here 


(Unintelliyzible) 


f \ ; . ’ ra 4 nr 
(pause) ccvgn, background nolse. 
Pause, couxh. 


Li ‘ ¢ ' ; t + } © 7 
mow come you don tC want to count, what 15 
the matter: 


Huu - He counted it. 
Oh! 


rT - hook Khir t 
I pot tu check him out. 


Thirteen; 
you. 


that's what I would like to do with 
Fourteen, is not to be pushed to cont 
this, and 1 just lost the count again. 


ey ’ y 
tean - Lauygnter. 


I would rather rot count it. 
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cr la e i . 4 > oat e . ¥ . c ~ " 
a tas eG, a2 G 10 thal uTrTposciy. LOUNnNT if. 
t / 


TOBOCMAN: You want to push me count it 


i MALLOUN: 4m one Of these 1S 2 Nundred bucks Over. 
- 
AA N le a 4 th t r f > lre ayy 

a J DU USAW we gic that routine aireacy. 

se is bi one ay. at pet ee bis 22.2% 
MICHAELSON: Algne now ... uNninteiilgibdile. 

Pause - background nolse 

ren te Oral « y 7 + . ¥ 
MICHAELSON: 4 just, 1 wlsn Lom was nere. 

P - P ’ 

LAGG: So do l e<e Ah YOU uninteillvyibdie 
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person over here. 
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Your countr 


‘dae? 
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Unintelli zible 
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Handcu d fs 4 


Anybody has extr 


| BEST COPY AVAILABLE 


; 


an 


